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determined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency declared 
in Executive Order 13441 with respect 
to Lebanon. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 28, 2017. 

f 

MEGAN RONDINI 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to talk today about a person, a 
person that I never got to meet, but 
this is her story, and this is her story 
from her point of view and the informa-
tion that I have received from people 
who knew her, including her parents, 
her aunt, and some of her friends. And, 
like I said, I don’t know the real facts 
of this case. I am just giving you my 
opinion, and I am here today to tell 
Megan Rondini’s story, because she 
can’t tell her case, Mr. Speaker. 

I am co-chair of the Victims’ Rights 
Caucus, along with the gentleman from 
California (Mr. COSTA), my friend. I 
was a former prosecutor in Houston, 
Texas, for 8 years. I tried felony cases. 
And then I was a criminal court judge 
for 22 years, seeing all kinds of viola-
tions of the law. I mention that be-
cause that is the background from 
which I speak. 

Over that time, I knew a lot of vic-
tims of crime. Too many victims of 
crime worked their way through the 
courthouse. I am going to talk about 
another one today: Megan Rondini. 

b 1330 
She was 19 or 20 when she was a stu-

dent at the University of Alabama, and 
on July 1, 2015, Megan and some of her 
friends, sorority friends, went to a 
nearby bar, as we would term it in the 
old days, where a lot of students in 
Tuscaloosa, Alabama, went for meeting 
other folks and hanging out. 

She came in contact with an indi-
vidual whose name was Terry Jackson 
Bunn, Jr. His nickname was Sweet T. 

Sweet T—being from the South, you 
can understand somebody being called 
that, Mr. Speaker. 

He was a patron of this establish-
ment. He was older. He was in his early 
thirties. Megan was approximately 20. 

He invited her to go over to his 
house, to look at his house, because he 
and his family live in a big mansion in 
Tuscaloosa, Alabama. She agreed to go. 
He went with another individual that 
he knew, and they went over to his 
house. 

They go upstairs, and here is where 
the problem and the crime apparently 
started. He takes her into his bedroom. 
She says: This is not a good idea. 

She may have been intoxicated, but 
apparently later during that evening, 
she is drugged or under the influence of 
drugs and really was not coherent dur-
ing this time, according to her, later. 

He sexually assaulted her. She did 
not consent. She did not consent. And 

she, from that day on, told everybody 
who talked to her about this case she 
did not consent. 

He had sexual intercourse with her. 
He falls asleep on the bed. 

She gets up. She tries to get out of 
this upstairs room. There is a dead bolt 
on the door, apparently. She couldn’t 
get out. She couldn’t figure out how to 
get out, so she climbs out the second- 
story window in the middle of the 
night and jumps from the second-story 
window to a trash can on the ground. 

She doesn’t have her keys. She didn’t 
know where they are. So his car is 
parked there, a Mercedes, sleek Mer-
cedes, which he picked her up in ear-
lier. She gets in the car, looks for her 
keys. 

She doesn’t have any money, so she 
takes money out of the vehicle to call 
a cab, to pay for the cab so she could 
get away, and the cab later shows up. 

During this time, she is texting her 
friends, asking for them to come get 
her. The text messages maybe didn’t 
make a whole lot of sense because of 
the condition that she is in. 

She eventually gets to the hospital, 
the place where sexual assault victims 
usually go first to get medical atten-
tion. She goes to the hospital there in 
Tuscaloosa, Alabama, and while there, 
she told her story, even though she was 
somewhat still under the influence of 
drugs, probably. And while there, a 
Women and Gender Resource Center 
advocate shows up at the hospital. 

The hospital people take what we 
call in the vernacular in law enforce-
ment, as you used to be, a rape kit. It 
is called a sexual assault kit now. They 
take that sexual assault kit and they 
perform that examination, but they 
didn’t take any blood and they didn’t 
take any urine and they didn’t test 
Megan for whether she was under the 
influence of drugs. They did the sexual 
assault kit. 

Along the route, the sexual assault 
kit gets to the sheriff’s department, 
and we don’t know what happened to it 
after that. It was never tested. As far 
as I know, it hasn’t been tested yet. 
They don’t know where it is. Maybe 
the sheriff’s department has it, maybe 
they don’t, but that sexual assault kit, 
like I said, was never tested. 

So after she is there, or while she is 
there, the police, the sheriff’s depart-
ment show up and they question her 
briefly. It appears that these two homi-
cide detectives heard her story, and 
they didn’t take any notes about it. 
They just listened to her story. 

What transpired there maybe was not 
a lot of information given to the police, 
except she told her story. She told the 
police she didn’t consent, that she may 
be under the influence of drugs, drug- 
induced rape, and they left. 

The next morning, Megan, staying up 
all this time, the police, either at the 
first or the second interview, wanted to 
know why she didn’t physically resist, 
why she didn’t fight back this older 
man. And she was under the influence 
of drugs. 

Under most laws in most States, she 
couldn’t physically fight back, and 
that is the lack of consent. She didn’t 
give consent. And it is still sexual as-
sault, but apparently not so to the 
sheriff’s department in Tuscaloosa, 
Alabama. She didn’t fight back. 

Now, I am older than you are, Mr. 
Speaker, but I remember the days of 
these old, archaic rape laws where, in 
many States, the victim had to fight 
almost until death. The statutory limi-
tation on sexual assault or rape was 1 
year. That is when the victim only had 
a year to have that case indicted. And 
there are some other things about the 
old law that we both know, but I will 
get to that, hopefully, later. 

But it was obvious to her, either at 
the first interview and at least the sec-
ond interview, the sheriff’s department 
did not believe her. When she told them 
who the alleged perpetrator was, Sweet 
T Bunn, they seemed to back off the 
prosecution. 

Sweet T Bunn comes from a family in 
Tuscaloosa, Alabama, well-known, 
prominent citizens. The Bunn folks run 
a construction company, probably built 
every road in Tuscaloosa, Alabama. Ev-
erybody knew who they were. And they 
backed off, according to her, of the in-
vestigation, still not taking, appar-
ently, any real notes. 

On the second interview later that 
morning with the police, the police 
started accusing her of committing a 
crime. So the victim no longer is the 
victim, but becomes the accused, the 
defendant, about the money that she 
took from Bunn’s car so she could get 
a cab to flee the perpetrator. 

The police interviewed TJ Bunn. He 
first denied she was ever at his man-
sion, and then later he changed his 
story, as accused individuals tend to 
do, and then said it was consent, that 
she consented to everything and that 
this is not a criminal case. And the po-
lice further backed off and then later 
said to Megan: We think we are going 
to prosecute you for theft of that 
money to get home and get away from 
the offender unless you drop the 
charges, the accusations against Sweet 
T. 

Mr. Speaker, we need, as a commu-
nity, to understand and put ourselves 
in the place of this girl who is alone. 
And I believe, all through that night, 
she made the best decisions she could 
to get help, and everywhere she turned, 
people turned her down. 

Now, I don’t know what most victims 
would do in this case, but she didn’t 
know what to do. She called her mom 
in Austin, Texas. Mom quickly gets in 
her car and starts driving to Alabama, 
as mothers do, wanting to know how 
she should handle this particular situa-
tion: she is becoming the accused. And 
that is the trump card that the police 
put on her: You back off the prosecu-
tion, and we won’t prosecute you for 
theft and maybe other crimes that you 
committed. 

So Megan left, not knowing what to 
do. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:38 Jul 29, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A28JY7.022 H28JYPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6565 July 28, 2017 
So the sheriff’s department doesn’t 

believe her, doesn’t want to believe 
her, and takes the alleged perpetrator 
and makes him the victim and makes 
her the accused individual. So the sher-
iff’s department has the rape kit— 
never tested. The sheriff’s department 
is accusing the victim of committing a 
crime. 

So she seeks relief from the Univer-
sity of Alabama. She goes there and 
she talks to a lady who was a counselor 
for students at the University of Ala-
bama, a female, and tells her the whole 
story again: No consent; I was sexually 
assaulted. 

After the story is told to the coun-
selor, the counselor apparently says: I 
can’t help you. I know the Bunn fam-
ily. I have a relative that works for 
Bunn Construction. I cannot help you, 
and I am backing off and recusing my-
self of this case—the counselor. 

What does Megan do? Well, the uni-
versity gives her another counselor, 
who I wouldn’t say is a real counselor. 
It is a graduate assistant. And the 
graduate assistant talks to Megan and 
says: ‘‘I can’t talk to you until you 
take medication for your anxiety.’’ 

Well, no kidding she has anxiety be-
cause of what has happened to her over 
these several hours. 

And that was the last we heard of the 
University of Alabama physical thera-
pist. She backs off because she has anx-
iety. 

The district attorney, eventually, 
about 3 weeks later, said: We are not 
prosecuting this case. No case, no sex-
ual assault, believes the sheriff’s de-
partment, believes it is consent, and 
they are not prosecuting the case. 

Later, it turns out, Mr. Speaker, and 
I don’t know if this influenced these 
people’s decisions or not, but we learn 
that the defendant’s family, the con-
struction company, gave financial con-
tributions to the sheriff’s department, 
to the district attorney’s office cam-
paign, and to the University of Ala-
bama, where they apparently are big 
contributors. I don’t know if that influ-
enced all of this or not, but you can 
take it for what you want. But anyway, 
they backed off the case. 

Megan, because it is the summer 
break, leaves and goes back home to 
Texas. She wants to get away from the 
University of Alabama because she had 
seen the defendant on campus. He is 
not a student there. She had told the 
people on the campus: I am very wor-
ried about me because of this person 
being on campus. 

She leaves the university, asking the 
title IX folks to help her transfer her 
university education from the Univer-
sity of Alabama to SMU, and she 
leaves. Apparently, she did not get co-
operation, according to her, for a cou-
ple of months from the title IX folks, 
which is another issue that I am not 
going to go into, and enrolls in the uni-
versity at SMU, needing a letter from 
Alabama to get into another univer-
sity, as all kids need to have nowadays. 

She is at SMU. She seeks medical 
help in Texas. The doctor told her that 

the findings were apparently post-trau-
matic stress, anxiety, depression, all 
from this criminal case that happened 
against her, always telling folks she 
didn’t consent. She never changed her 
rendition of the case. 

She wasn’t doing very well. She saw 
a counselor at SMU and wanted help 
with depression when she is filling out 
her medical history form that goes to 
the university at SMU in Dallas, 
Texas. 

b 1345 

She said she had mental issues. She 
said that she had bad thoughts about 
living. And then later, on February 26, 
2016, with that form laying next to her, 
Megan committed suicide. She took 
her life. 

Why? My opinion, because she never 
got any help. She couldn’t get help 
from the hospital because of the urine 
test; no drug test, no blood test; the 
rape kit never analyzed by the police 
department, sheriff’s department; the 
sheriff’s department didn’t believe her? 
Like I said, in my opinion, they didn’t 
want to believe her. 

The university didn’t help her. They 
gave her a graduate assistant to try to 
help her with her mental case, told her 
to get on medication. 

Mr. Speaker, Megan did everything 
that she should have done under those 
situations. It is easy for society, in 
cases like this, to always say to vic-
tims of crime, especially rape cases: 
You should have done this; you 
shouldn’t have done that. 

And there is a lot of second-guessing 
going on in this case by a lot of people. 
But, as a prosecutor, former judge, I 
think she did the best she could to get 
help, and she got no help. 

When people are desperate, when 
they feel like nobody cares, that no-
body is going to help them, in a sexual 
assault case, where—to me, that is one 
of the worst crimes that can be com-
mitted against a person—they are des-
perate, and she didn’t think life was 
worth living because of this case. 

Over the years, I have learned a lot 
from sexual assault victims, and one 
thing that they all want is validation. 
They want validation from us—commu-
nity, society, government—that that 
act they said happened to them did 
happen. That is what they want. Some-
times they want that more than pros-
ecution or apprehension of the of-
fender, is validation that we believe 
them. 

She didn’t get that validation, except 
for her family, and so she took her own 
life. What a tragedy. 

So that is why I am here today. 
Megan can’t talk about what happened 
to her, but we can. We, as Members of 
Congress, are really in the people busi-
ness, and that is why I am in Congress. 
I know that is why you are in Congress. 

So what are we going to do about 
this? What has happened in the in-
terim? 

Well, at the hospital, because of the 
failures—no drug testing, no urine test-

ing, the loss of the sexual assault kit, 
rape kit, or not being analyzed—my-
self, CAROLYN MALONEY, Democrat 
from New York, and also, TERRI SE-
WELL, who represents this area in Ala-
bama, have filed the Megan Rondini 
Act on her behalf. 

Now, what does that do? So this leg-
islation will require hospitals in our 
country, wherever they are, to have a 
SAFE at that hospital. What is a 
SAFE? It is a Sexual Assault Forensic 
Examiner. Some hospitals do, some 
don’t; but this law will require you 
have one at your hospital 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week, or be able to take 
a sexual assault victim to one place 
close by that has this type of examiner. 

It is a special recognition for people 
in the sexual assault business, whether 
they are a nurse or whether they are a 
doctor, and we filed that legislation. 
Maybe that would have helped in this 
case where the sexual assault examiner 
would have finished the examination, 
made sure that the testing was done, or 
had some examiner near this hospital. 
So we filed this. It is called the Megan 
Rondini Act. That is one of the pieces 
of legislation we filed. 

I want to talk about the law enforce-
ment agency. Now, you know as much 
about law enforcement as anybody in 
Congress, but let me tell you the way I 
see this. 

They never tested the sexual assault 
kit, the rape kit, the urine sample. 
They questioned her because why 
didn’t she resist? Why didn’t she fight 
back? 

When a person is drug-induced in a 
sexual assault, they can’t fight back. 
They certainly can’t consent, but that 
is what they were asking her, even 
though that didn’t apply in this case. 
She couldn’t fight back. She didn’t 
fight back because of what happened to 
her when she was drugged or under the 
influence of something. 

And then they accused her of being a 
criminal. Rather than examining her 
case and finishing her case, they went 
on to take the defendant’s position, say 
they believed him, even though he gave 
contradictory stories later in this in-
vestigation. 

We have a piece of legislation that 
has already been filed to deal with sex-
ual assault kits, and I have introduced 
legislation today to reauthorize 
SAFER. SAFER is a piece of legisla-
tion Congress needs to reauthorize to 
have rape kits throughout the country 
examined. There are thousands of sex-
ual assault cases sitting on the shelves, 
sitting in warehouses; some have been 
destroyed they are so old, where law 
enforcement, government, has not ana-
lyzed those sexual assault rape kits. 

There are a lot of excuses made— 
there is not money, all of those things. 
They need to be examined in all crimi-
nal cases. SAFER provides funding to 
do that so that the backlogged evi-
dence gets tested and so that it con-
victs the guilty and clears the inno-
cent. That is the second piece of legis-
lation that we have filed. 
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The district attorney’s office, after 

Megan committed suicide, after they 
had refused to do anything about the 
case, almost a year later, they took the 
case to a grand jury, and it was not in-
dicted. It was no-billed. 

Now, I have presented cases to the 
grand jury. I am sure you have testi-
fied before grand juries. Unfortunately, 
some district attorneys, I am not say-
ing all, or even most—the grand jury 
does the will of the district attorney. If 
the district attorney encourages an in-
dictment, that person is indicted. If 
they encourage and recommend a no- 
bill, not indicted, grand juries will do 
that. 

Some prosecutors don’t offer advice. 
They let the grand jury make that de-
cision because that is their decision. I 
don’t know if that happened in this 
case or not. But they did decide to 
present the case to a grand jury, and it 
was not indicted. She was not indicted, 
or the defendant was not indicted. 

Of course, nothing could happen to 
her. She has already taken her own 
life. 

The university made some mistakes, 
in my opinion. The school victim advo-
cate abandoned her at the hospital 
where she was. 

On campus, the counselor, even 
though hearing the case, full story, at 
the end—this is interesting—at the 
end, decided to recuse herself because 
she knew the Bunn family. She knew 
the Bunn family when this interview 
started. Why didn’t she recuse herself 
before the victim tells the story again 
to another person, to another stranger? 
Interesting turn of events. 

Graduate assistant, in my opinion, 
didn’t have any qualifications to order 
that she get medical treatment before 
she comes back to talk to the folks at 
the hospital. 

We have filed a resolution, it is a 
sense of Congress resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, calling on all universities to 
employ a full-time victim advocate on 
campus who deals with sexual assault 
victims, have that expertise. And it is 
an expertise. A victim advocate needs 
to be specified to be a sexual assault 
victim advocate, because, you can talk 
about a victim advocate, that could be 
somebody talking about a theft case or 
something, but you need a sexual as-
sault victim advocate on campus, no 
matter what university this happens to 
be. 

It is a sense of Congress. It is a reso-
lution that has been filed today. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I 
have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 34 minutes remaining. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, let 
me—this is Megan Rondini. This is the 
way she looked when she was a stu-
dent. We have heard a lot about her, as 
we should. 

But now I want to talk about the 
family of the alleged perpetrator, 
Sweet T, and the Bunn family. Well- 
known business in the community. 
Good for them. Business is doing well. 

They give money to the university. As 
I mentioned, apparently they give 
money to the campaigns of the sheriff 
and the district attorney, and they 
make other contributions throughout 
the Tuscaloosa region. Apparently, ev-
erybody knows them. 

They are so concerned about this 
case that this is a full-page ad taken 
out of one of the Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
newspapers this week defending their 
honor, as we would say in the South. 
And it goes into quite a bit of detail. 

What it does is attack the victim of 
this crime. It almost justifies the de-
fendant’s, the accused’s, position. All 
through this ad, they talk about a lot 
of things. I want to read you just part 
of it. Here’s just one paragraph talking 
about their three generations of civic 
involvement in Tuscaloosa, Alabama: 

We support education. We support law en-
forcement. We support our hospital and 
civic. We are generous, and now we are con-
demned as if it is a conspiracy. 

The Bunn family, for more than 70 years, 
have given their time, energy, and resources 
to make our community a better place to 
live. Now, according to some journalists, 
every act of charity and good citizenship was 
nothing more than a large standing con-
spiracy. If no deed goes unpunished then why 
should anyone invest in our community to 
take the risk of being a good citizen? 

They are defending their honor. They 
are defending Sweet T. And all through 
this ad, taken out this week, they 
never mention sympathy or compas-
sion or sadness for the death of the vic-
tim in this crime. That seems very 
strange to me. Regardless of guilt or 
innocence, we know that a person took 
their life because of what happened. I 
find that very strange. 

They seem to protest too much—full- 
page ad in a local newspaper. 

The parents of Megan, Mike and 
Cindy Rondini, they are just folks who 
live in Austin, Texas. Robin, the aunt, 
she is a constituent of mine in Hous-
ton. And just listening to them talk, 
there sure is a different side of the 
story about compassion than what we 
hear from the Bunn folks. 

Mr. Speaker, I will try to sum this 
up. I appreciate your patience. I men-
tioned I have known a lot of sexual as-
sault victims. Years ago, before you 
were born, I was prosecuting in Hous-
ton, Texas. 

b 1400 

I am going to change the name of the 
victim in this case because of concerns 
about privacy for her family. 

Lisa was a student at the University 
of Houston, working a second job. She 
leaves school one evening at about 9 
o’clock p.m. or so. She is driving north 
on one of our interstates—or freeways, 
as we call them. She has car trouble. 
She pulls off the freeway, goes to a 
service station she thought was open. 
It was not open. 

An individual comes up to her, has a 
pistol—Luke, we will call him—kid-
naps her, sexually assaults her, and 
abandons her. She is later found in a 
very traumatic emotional state some-

where in the area. The police are 
called. They figure out who the perpe-
trator was, they go out and arrest him, 
investigate the case. 

One thing I want to mention that 
happens in most cases that didn’t hap-
pen in Megan’s case, the police didn’t 
talk to any witnesses. They didn’t talk 
to the witnesses at the bar. They didn’t 
talk to any of Megan’s friends. They 
didn’t talk to anybody. They just 
talked to the alleged perpetrator and 
to Megan. No investigation. 

Anyway, the investigation is done, 
Luke is captured. It turns out he is an 
ex-con for sexual assault—rape, as we 
called it in those days. 

Lisa convinced herself that she would 
testify. She comes to the courthouse. I 
prosecuted the case. She went through 
every detail. 

And you remember, Mr. Speaker, 
years ago, before the law started hav-
ing justice in it, sexual assault victims 
had to tell their whole sexual life be-
fore strangers. Of course the defendant, 
you never could go into the sexual life 
of the defendant, but the defense could 
always go into it on a victim. 

She goes through the trial. Twelve 
right-thinking folks on a jury con-
victed the offender. That same jury 
gave him 99 years in the penitentiary 
of Texas, what he earned, what he de-
served. 

We would hope that life would go on, 
that justice is done, and that every-
body is satisfied that justice is done. 
But that doesn’t always work. 

Lisa lost her job, dropped out of 
school, started abusing alcohol, drugs, 
a lot of stuff. She married, had two 
kids. Her husband, being the kind of 
guy he was, apparently decided to leave 
her and took the two kids and went 
somewhere else. 

It wasn’t long after that I got a call 
from Lisa’s mom telling me that she 
had taken her own life and left a note 
saying: ‘‘I am tired of running from 
Luke in my nightmares.’’ 

Another victim years ago, and I give 
her example only because we need to 
understand that this is one of the worst 
things that can happen to a person. 
One other case. I prosecuted a case 
where a guy was charged with sexually 
assaulting an elderly woman. She came 
to the courthouse to testify. Sadie. I 
will use her first name. She was 
dressed in a dark gray suit, long skirt, 
double-breasted coat. She had on a 
dark gray hat and a little veil over her 
face. 

She took the witness stand. I asked 
her: What happened when this perpe-
trator that you have identified came 
into your house? 

She said: He committed an act worse 
than death. 

I asked: What do you mean? What did 
he do? Did he assault you? What did he 
do? 

She said: He committed an act worse 
than death. 

Finally, she testified to the legal re-
quirement of penetration. 

To some sexual assault victims, rape 
is a fate worse than death. To Megan, 
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she got the death penalty for being a 
sexual assault victim. She couldn’t 
quite handle it. Why? Because no one 
was there to make sure that she did 
handle it. 

Mr. Speaker, sexual assault preda-
tors—and that is what they are. You 
can call it rape, you can call it sexual 
assault, you can call it a fate worse 
than death—sometimes steal the soul 
of the victim. That is the way the vic-
tims feel. Everything that was impor-
tant to them is gone because of the 
perpetrator. 

I think the best evidence, unfortu-
nately, that Megan, in my opinion, was 
telling the truth throughout all of this 
was that she took her life. That is what 
makes this case so sad. 

Sexual assault or rape, Mr. Speaker, 
is never the fault of the victim. Never. 
Never. And some folks want to look at 
this and say: Megan, you should have 
done this, you should have done that, 
you shouldn’t have gone with him, you 
shouldn’t have been drunk, you 
shouldn’t have allowed him to get you 
intoxicated on drugs, whatever. 

I think most of them do the best they 
can in trying to get justice. 

She went to the hospital and was de-
nied help. The sheriff’s department, in 
her opinion, denied help. In fact, they 
accused her of being the perpetrator. 
They didn’t investigate, they didn’t 
talk to witnesses. She goes to a univer-
sity that gets Federal funds trying to 
get help and was denied. Denied. De-
nied. Denied. 

She leaves, she goes back to Texas, 
tries to enroll in another university, 
and before all that is completed, she 
takes her life. 

I hope we can understand not just 
this case and not just Megan, but we 
can understand the plight and the 
awful things that happen to some of 
our young women in our country. 

The same Constitution that protects 
defendants of crime, protects victims 
of crime. They are entitled to equal 
protection under the law. I am talking 
about victims of crime. If we under-
stand that principle, we will under-
stand justice. We will understand what 
we are all about; that we are in the 
people business. In this House of Rep-
resentatives on this late Friday after-
noon, we need to understand that. 

Justice means different things to dif-
ferent folks. But justice must be bal-
anced between the rights of the ac-
cused and the rights of the victim so 
that we do the right thing for the right 
reason in every case. 

Mr. Speaker, you know this in doing 
investigations in your capacity before, 
and I want to reiterate this. Some-
times victims just never get over it. 
They just never do. We should be there 
with them. I am talking about the 
community should be there with them 
and at least hear them out and make a 
rational and just decision, regardless of 
who the offender is: poor, rich, famous, 
somebody in the community, big con-
tributor, whatever; and no matter who 
the victim is, same background: poor, 

rich, famous. That should go away in 
determining justice. Otherwise, we 
don’t have justice for all. We only have 
justice for a few. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the time, I 
appreciate the patience of the House of 
Representatives when I wanted to talk 
today about Megan Rondini. This case 
bothers me as a father of four kids, 
three of them girls; twelve grand-
children, eight of them girls. It bothers 
me as a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives and as a former person 
who worked at the courthouse for over 
30 years. 

I hope it bothers the House of Rep-
resentatives so we move forward with 
trying to get help for folks like this, 
that we pass legislation that requires a 
safe officer at hospitals, that we pass 
legislation as a House resolution that 
it is a sense of Congress that all uni-
versities have on campus a sexual as-
sault victim’s advocate or coordinator, 
as the law says. 

I thank CAROLYN MALONEY from New 
York and TERRI SEWELL from Alabama, 
who represents this area, for cospon-
soring this bill. 

I ask the leadership to move this leg-
islation forward. But let’s not forget 
about Megan’s family and Megan’s case 
and the thing that happened to her 
that just can’t happen anymore. Jus-
tice can be served, it shall be served, 
because justice is what we do, Mr. 
Speaker. 

And that is just the way it is. 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask how much 

time is left. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman has 17 minutes remaining. 
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

IN HONOR OF THE LIFE OF EMIL 
OGDEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. FLORES) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman for Texas sharing 
the story about Megan with this Cham-
ber, and I look forward to supporting 
him in his efforts to try to keep these 
things from happening again in the fu-
ture. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
Emil Ogden of College Station, Texas, 
who passed away on July 25, 2017. 

Emil Ogden was born on September 
15, 1927, in Blackwell, Oklahoma. He 
was raised by his loving mother, Mary 
Ogden, in Bowling Green, Missouri. 
Growing up during the worst of the 
Great Depression, Emil experienced 
poverty firsthand and lived in a one- 
room house. To provide for her son, 
Emil’s mother worked as a maid at his 
grandfather’s hotel for $2 a week. To 
help the family, Emil worked any odd 
job he could find. 

During this time, an act of kindness 
from a member of the local Rotary 

Club would change his life. Emil was 
enamored with baseball and would 
often visit the local hardware store 
owned by Rotary Club member Ed 
Dunlap. Ed noticed that Emil loved 
baseball but could not afford the equip-
ment. He sent a bat, a glove, and a ball 
to Emil. The care that Ed and the Ro-
tary members showed to Emil put his 
life on a better course. 

Emil valued their support, once stat-
ing: ‘‘I could have been very rebellious 
as a child. Things like poverty can 
make you grow up with some resent-
ment. But all of a sudden, I had a 
whole town of surrogate fathers, and 
they cared about me. It motivated me 
to be a better example as a young man. 
The leaders of the community who we 
respected were all members of the Ro-
tary, and I didn’t want to disappoint 
them after they had taken an interest 
in me.’’ 

In 1945, Emil joined the U.S. Army 
Air Corps and was assigned to the 503rd 
Army Air Forces Base Unit, better 
known as the Brass Hat Squadron. The 
Brass Hat Squadron was a group of es-
teemed Army pilots whose job it was to 
fly high-profile persons around the 
world to significant events. 

Based out of Washington National 
Airport, the squadron flew senior gov-
ernment officials, including senators 
and congressmen, U.S. and foreign dig-
nitaries and, military leaders, among 
others. 

Personally, Emil flew dignitaries to 
events such as the Nuremberg war 
trials, the atomic bomb tests on Bikini 
Atoll, and the national independence 
celebration in the Philippines. Due to 
his service in the military, Emil had 
visited more than 30 countries before 
his 20th birthday. 

In 1947, Emil married his high school 
sweetheart and the love of his life, 
Clementine Lindeman. 
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Clementine was the center of Emil’s 
life for over 69 years. Her support and 
encouragement always kept Emil 
grounded. Their love and commitment 
to each other, their Catholic faith, and 
the values upon which they built their 
lives, endured until his death. Together 
they had six children, whom they both 
loved dearly. At the time of his pass-
ing, their legacy included 22 grand-
children, and 12 great-grandchildren. 

After his service in World War II, 
Emil went on to play professional base-
ball in the minor leagues, playing for 
both the Brooklyn Dodgers’ and the 
Baltimore Orioles’ organizations. His 
career lasted from 1949 to 1953. His 
baseball career took place in west 
Texas, first for the Midland Indians 
and then for the Odessa Oilers. During 
his playing days, Emil met several 
baseball legends, including Jackie Rob-
inson. 

Emil’s baseball career came to a 
close when Clementine gave him an ul-
timatum: either stay married or keep 
playing baseball. Emil was a wise man, 
and he chose to focus on marriage. 
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